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to single meanings which comprehend only themselves and
neglect the other, To discover, therefore, that impartial
basis for the will, we must appeal to another clement,
where the opposites are not yet definitely divorced but
still preserve their original unity, Manifestly this is not
the case with consciousness, since the whole nature of
consciousness is discrimination, distinguishing ego from
non-ego, subject from object, yes from no, and so forth.
The separation into pairs of opposites is entirely clue to
conscious differentiation; only consciousness can recognize
the suitable and distinguish it from the unsuitable and
worthless. It alone can declare one function valuable
and another worthless, thus favouring one with the power
of the will while suppressing the claims of the other,
But, where no consciousness exists, where the still un-
conscious instinctive process prevails, there is no reflection,
no pro et contra, no disunion, but simple happening,
regulated instinctiveness, proportion of life, (Provided,
of course, that instinct does not encounter situations to
which it is still unadapted, In which case damming up,
affect, confusion, and panic arise).
It would, therefore, be unavailing to appeal to con-
sciousness for a decision of the conflict between the
instincts, A conscious decree would be quite arbitrary,
and could never give the will that symbolic content which
alone can create an irrational settlement of a logical
antithesis, For this we must go deeper; we must descend
into those foundations of consciousness which have still
preserved their primordial instinctiveness; namely into the
unconscious, where all psychic functions are indistinguish-
ably merged in the original and fundamental activity of
the psyche. The lack of differentiation in the unconscious
arises in the first place from the almost direct association
of the brain centres among themselves, and in the second
from the relatively weak energic value of unconscious

